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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1. Claims 4-6, 14 and 15 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1. 142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected group, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in Paper No. 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 7-13, and 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over European 0585056 (EP '056). 

EP '056 teaches a resin composition comprising 

(1) a polyamide formed from a diamine mixture of at least 60% of m- 
xylylenediamine with 40% or less of p-xylylenediamine and aliphatic dicarboxylic acid, 

(2) a polyamide 66, 

(3) a modified polyphenylene ether 

(4) a fibrous inorganic filler, 
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(5) a powdery inorganic filler, 

(6) an epoxy resin, and 

(7) a copper compound and/or a powdery phenolic resin. See claims 8 and 9. 
„ is maintained ,ha, the composition of the reference meets the requirements of the 

present Cairns both in terms of the types of materiais added and their contents. Furthermore, 
sinC e the composition of the reference is the same as applied, it ,00 would be expected .0 
inh eren,ly meet aii the ciaimed characteristics governing the present,, Caimed composition. The 

presently claimed. 

5 Ciaims 1, 7-13 and 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. .03(a) as obvious over European 0620244 (EP "244). 

EP -244 discloses packaging films having at leas, one layer composed of a polyam.de- 
based mixed resin confining 20 to 70w«% of an aliphatic polyamide (nylon 6 or nylon 66), 5 to 
,5v,% of an amorphous polyamide, 5 ,0 45wt% of a xylilene-based polyamide and 5 ,0 50w« 
of a polyamide-modified ionomer. The xylilene-based polyamide is a polycondensate of a 
diamtne mixture of no, less than 60 w« meta-xylilenediamine and no. more .han 40 wt% para- 
xyhlenediamine and an aliphatic dicarboxylic acid. See claims 9 and 10. 

It is maintained .ha. .he composition of tire reference mee,s .he requirements of the 
pr esen, claims bo* in terms of the types of materiais adde, and their contents. Furthermore, 
since ,be composition of .he reference is the same as appiicants', it ,00 would be expected .0 
inherently mce. all .he claimed charac.eris.ics governing tire presen.,y Caimed composition. The 
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onus is shifted to applicants to establish that the product of the prior art is not the same as that 
presently claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 
6. Claims 2, 3 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
European 0585056 (EP '056) further in view of European 0839862 (EP '862). 

Claims 2 and 3 basically differ from the disclosure of EP '056 in that the latter does not 
expressly exemplify an embodiment containing inorganic fillers. While not expressly 
exemplified, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to have employed 
inorganic fillers for their expected additive effect, in the amounts prescribed by the above- 
rejected claims, in the base resin compositions of EP'056 comprising the polyamide resin 
mixture. This is because the reference clearly teaches and contemplates the addition of fibrous 
and powdery inorganic fillers. Accordingly, absent evidence of unusual or unexpected results, 
no patentability can be seen in applicants' claims 2 and 3. 

Claim 16 differs from the disclosure of EP '056 in that the latter does not expressly 
disclose nylon 6. However, the conventionality of either using nylon 6 or nylon 66 in analogous 
resin compositions is known from the prior art. In this regard, attention is directed to the 
background disclosure of EP '056 (page 1, lines 17-23) and further to EP ' 862 (page 3, lines 17- 
28). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to have 
employed nylon 6 in lieu of nylon 66 in the composition of EP '056 because said nylon species 
are known to be interchangeable in the prior art and one having ordinary skill in the art would 
reasonably expect said substitution to provide similar results. Absent evidence of unusual or 
unexpected results, no patentability can be seen in applicants' claim 16. 
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• *a nHer35USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over European 
7. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.b.t iun ; 

0620244 (EP '244). 

Th esec,ai mS ba S ,can y<1 i ff er fr o m ,hea is c 1 o S u re o f EP-24 4i n, h a„he 1 a«erdo„o t 
conventional adjuvants. 

Response to Amendment 
8 . Th e rejection over EP 0424556 and EP 0458470 has been withdrawn in Ugh, of 
applicants' arguments filed July 10, 2002. 

9 Any in,uiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
e.minershouldbedirected.oAnaL. Woodward whose, elephone number is (703) 30S-2401. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:30-5:00). 

If artempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
^sor, J ames,Seidlec k ca n bereachedo n , 7 0 3 )30S-246,The f axph„nen U mber sf orthe 

■ i ■■*-- (ro)nM>I0, " ,, ^ 

• • anA nm\ 872-93 1 1 for After Final communications, 
communications and (703) 8 u 

shou ,d be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-8183. 
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